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IT IS ERROR, ONLY, AND NOT TRUTH, THAT SHUNS INVESTIGATION. 
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a YOR THE WESTERN EXAMINER. | He is accused by Lardner with “prevaricating 


CREDIBILITY OF THE CHRISTI AN land acting against his conscience” (?) in the 


iecouncil of Nice; with being a sycophant; with 
RELIGION. ‘endeavoring to support the christian religion 
Evsesrus. Thisis the last christian father |by “false and weak arguments,” &c. &c., and 
we shall cite; as upon his authority hangs al-'is indirectly charged by the same writer with 
most entirely whatever of historical evidence |the forgery of Agbarus’ letter to Jesus Christ, 
we meet with, written since his time. Later|and the Savior’s answer,—with the forgery of 
fathers seem to have relied with such implicit |the passage in Josephus relative to Jesus Christ 
confidence upon the learning and veracity of |-—with the forgery of, or connivance at, ft work 
Eusebius, that they have ‘contented themselves /falsely attributed toPorphyry; and with having 
by merely reiterating what he has said. It is substituted the word “Angel” fo: “Owl,” in 
greatly upon his authority that we know any |quoting a passago from Josephus, relating to 
thing of orthodox Christian History for the three |Agrippa’s vision. Notwithstanding all this, 
first centuries of the Christian era. “Without!Lardner thinks him a credible writer, and 
Eusebius,” says Tillemont, “we should scarcely ;praises him for his great zeal and “diligence in 
have had any knowledge of the history of the collecting exccllent materials, and in composing 
first ages of Christianity, or of the authors who useful works for the benefit of mankind!” 
wrote in that time. All the Greek authors of} Asa specimen of Eusebius’ faithfulness ard 
the fourth century who undertook-to write the |good sense, we are assured by him, that certain 
history of the church, have begun where Euse-! martyrs who had beenfed to wild beasts, were 
bius ended, as having nothing considerable to!actually found alive and uninjured in the stom- 
add to his labors. 'achs of the animals several days after they were 


It will be perceived from.this that it will be)devoured! ‘This story, though perhaps requi- 
highly necessary, in order to be satisfied of the ring a little more gullibility than wild beasis 
truth of the early history of christianity, that }wsually possess, is easily washed down by « 
we should know something of the moral charac- draught of the author's Evangelical Preparation, 
tor of Eusebius. If the veracity of this writer |@ chapter of which begins thus : 
cannot be successfully impugned, then are we to! “How it may be lawful and fitting to use 
give to his history credit in the main for the! falsehood as a medicine, and for the bencfit of 
statements it contains, but if it can be shown! those who wish to be deceived.” 
that Eusebiss was a notorious liar—that he de-; Jp fine no man of learning, who had any re- 
fended’ the practice of lying in support of a/rard for his own fame, would venture to deny 
good cause—then will his testimony be worth-| (nat Eusebius’ writings are rife with falsehoous 
less, and the whole fabric reared upon his histo- | of the most glaring and deliberate kind. It was 
ry, butan idle dream. ‘ss settled principle with him to prevaricate and 

Eusebius Pamphylus flourished about A. D.\lic whenever the interests of religion were 
326. Hewas made Bishop of Cesarea in 315, |thought to require it, and we should be slow 
and was a distinguished member of the council | to believe any thing that he has written, where- 
of Nice,—-writing and speaking however, in fa- in the least motive for lying could be traced. 
vor of the Arians, and voting against them to! And such is the manon whose mere_ipse .dixit 


conciliate the Emperor. His learning was ex-'we are to rely for the whole external history of 


tensive, and his numerour works indicate great| Christianity for the three first centuries! What 
labour and research. His Evangelical Prepa-|authentic evidence have we then,in the name 
ration and his Ecclesiastical History are those of common sense, that Christianity was origin- 
of his writings most generally read. The former jally such as her votaries of the present day 
is pronounced by St. Jerome a necessary text | would present her? Is it Eusebius’ testirnony ? 
book to the study of divinity, His History, as\Is it the testimony of the hundred-and-one lying 
we have said, is the very text of christian histo-|and silly “fathers” who preceded him? ‘Tu 
ry... It is to, be regretted that such a writer’ what considératicn is the testimony of such 
should be vulnerable to the severest censure for'men entitled? Pit more anon. 

his notorious disregard of truth. : PHILO. 
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FOR THE WESTERN EXAMINER. 
A CHAPTER 
FROM THE HISTORY OF THE YAIL0O¥. 
ARGUMENT. 
Thischapter tel]s how pious Yahoos, 
By virtue of a book they say does 
Proceed from God, attempt to dom- 
Incer, the lords de tous les hommes. 
**O heaven-born Yahoo! sure thy Ciristianity 


Is Folly’s ne plus ultra, or insanity!!” 
THE YAHOO. 


have, from time immemoria!, endeavored t 
ren multitude. 


ignorance, fear, necessity and other weaknesses 
of the vulgar herd of common Yahoos. ‘These 
to their own misfortune, have always been the 
willing dupes to all such schemes, and have al- 
ways taken sides with their oppressors. 

‘The gin-drenched rabble always will adore 

The titled lordy crew who keep them poor,” 

This renders it dangerous, as well as very 
dffiicult for philanthropists to expose these 
schemes of tyranny. 

I now commence with a view of the pious 
Yahoos, which are the most numerous of all 
other classes, and most heartily inimical to 
freedom and intilligence among the common 
people. 


followers ; ang thus they win the unbounded con- 
fidence of the whole herd of undiscriminating 
Yahoos. Then to give greater weight to their 
arbitrary assertions, they have got a confused 
mass of old Jegendary tales, allegory, shreds of 
poetry, history, romance aid biography, all mix- 
ed and stirred up in such a “questionable shape” 
that it has been impossible for common sense 
to findany meaning init. , To this volume they) 
attach a wonderful degree of solemnity, and 


Certain classes and combinations of Yahoos Fa 
| 
0 


unsurp undue power, and live in ease and idle 
affluence on the labor of the deceived and rid- 
To cffect this, various means 
bave been devised and practiced by the cun- 
ning; taking advantage of the honest credulity, 


|which are the vital support of their empire.— 
| Here is the reason, then, that they have always 


been deadly persecutors of all human beings who 


| 


|have attempted to enlighten the swinish zmulti- 
This class of Yahoos arrogate to themselves ® | oppression 
epecial commission from some unknown power, | ; 
to’ reign and rule over mankind. ‘To effect this| 
end they pretend to the stirest mode of produc-| 


ing the greatest happinesss, if we become their | 





say it is the production of some great Ghost or 
monster. Whenever they speak or write of 
this ghost they put the pronouns HE and HIM im 
small capitals. This is done that the reader 
may throw up bis eyes and give three groans 
in honor to the trinity, whenever he reads 
them, Great as the ghostly author of this 
book is, he has made very poor advaneement 
in the sciences. But perhags his seeming ig- 
nuranée rs affectation. J have read that many 


pestered: ESS) 


jof the English nobility affect bad penmanship, 
jbad grammar, &c. &c, What a convenient 
scape pipe for royal ignorance! 

| By means of these old tales, priestly Yahoos 
‘mise or threaten. 


confirm. their dupes in a belief of all they pro- 
| The light of reason and sci- 
ence, begun at a very early day to expose the 
labominable absurdity and ignorance betrayed 
jin these writings; and consequently to weak- 
;en their influence. But the friends oferror are 
never at a loss for subterfuges; anid, accord- 
gly, about fourteen centuries 2go, one Ori- 
igen, a distinguished member of this class of 
Yahoos, invented what are now called figura- 
tive, allegorical, or spiritual meanings to most 
lof their old writings. By)this expedient, 


you are to understand, that an expounder of 
these fables can say that black is white. and 
| white black, and prove it from the text. He 
can also attach any meaning to any words that 
i|have no meaning, and thereby flatter or threaten 
‘his hood-winked followers, as the necessity of 
| bis own interest or glory may, require, 

| Such Yahoos frequently possess much erudi- 
| tion and science, but they studiously endeavor 
ito keep it from the world, for they well know 


| that its pure and irresistable light, if suffered to 
shine, would soon dispel those mental fogs, 


tude, and enable them to see their own cruel 
But the latter are like the galled 
Ass in the fable, which kicked at those who 
would have removed his fetters. 

Within a few centuries, the spread of science 
has seemed to be undermining their temple. of 
power, out like old Nick, or his brother Domi- 
nic, they are not to be outgeneraled, even by the 
highest wisdom. As soon as they found that 
science would make its way into the world, they 
all united to become its teachers and oracles. 
And thus thev still sustain their craft, by poi- 
soning all the channels of useful knowledge with 
the muddy waters of their pious Yahooism.— 
There is scarcely to be found in all Christen- 
dom a dozen works on seientifie subjects, not in- 
terspersed with the lies and forgeries of’ the 
Christian Mythology. 

It is worthy also of remark, that from thé 5th 
to the 12th century ‘this elass of Yahoos had 
the entire control of stience and literature, and 
that there was nota human being on earth with 
means to check or expose their frauds and at- 
trocities: many of which are known, however, 
by their own acknowledgement—-unless we 
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‘decide that they were such infamous liars we 
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- eee ~ a 
said. Now](especially Methodist churches,) that the clergy 
if those Yahoo fathers did not revise, alter,|have a clever trick of appealing to their audi- 
suppress and interpolate the originals of their|ances for the truth of their assertions—-presum- 
holy fables, they did not follow, in this particular |ing of course, that silence will be the only mark 
instance, one of their own. grand principles;/of assent offered, We have been almost tempt- 
i. e. “lying and forging for the good of the firm.” |ed, on such occasicns, to rise and give the con- 
The ‘most prominent class of these pious | tradiction direct to such asseverations; but re- 
Yahoos in’ the United States, are known as the/gard for the feelings of others has prevented us. 
descendants of the puritans, who fled from) Fortunate, perhaps, for us has been our pru- 
English persecution and landed at Plymouth,|dence, as the following case willshow. A re- 
Mass., about two hundred year ago, dispossess-| spectable lady in Rochester, N.Y. is the writer 
iag the natives of the soil by fraud and force, but | of a letter, published in a Rochester paper, 
particularly by the former. These puritan fa-;from which we make the following extraci.— 
thers, as soon as they were secure from British|'The scene is laid in a Methodist Church. 
oppression, commenced burning the Quakers for “The preacher began with a flood of inco- 
honest opinion’s sake. ‘They also employed the herence and blasphemy, with which he sent ail 
charge of witchcraftas a pretext for exterminat-| mankind, (excepting the Methodists) to the in- 
ing those who were notquite so pious as they, i, |fernal pit, and then stopping short, had the im- 
e. not quite such villainous hypocrites. Their|pertinence to ask, “are my remarks not true?” 
descendants have recently established their le-| Some answered with a groan, some with en 
gitimacy by persecuting Abner Kneeland, and| amen, others with an exclamation of Aallelnjah, 
burning the Ursuline Convent. These things) and I answered with my whole heart, “No cer- 
being done for the honor and glory of their Big | tainly not! For this horrible offence, in their 
Yahoo, which they love and serve, punishment temp!t of blasphemy, [ was seized by the shoul- 
of the perpetrators is out of the question. It 'ders by some of the pious members, my clothes 
has always been, however, that a pious Yahoo, | were literally torn from my back, and | was 
though guilty, is sure to go clear if the inter-| kicked out of the house down a flight of stairs, 
ests of Vahkooism are at stake; while on the | across ihe side walk, and into the gutter, and 
other hand, an Infidel, though innocent of all, this was done so suddenty, that although there 
but infidelity, is sure to be found guilty of any} were some of my acquaintances in the house 
crime with which he may have been charged. | they did not know any thing about if, until they 
I would not be thoght to take the part of the;came home.” 
Dominicans in the Charlestown case, as they We are not at all eurprized that such con- 
themselves have, in all countries where they | duct as this should have been offered toa de- 
have had the power, shown themselves equally fenceless female, by a set of men Who could 
worthy servants of their pattern Yahoo, and|justify the murder of Miss Cornell, and the ac- 
therefore deserved a slight taste of their own |quittal of the clerical ruffian who seduced: and 
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can believe nothing they have 





































fare; but I have alluded to this conflagration to 
call to mind the “meek and lowly spirit” which 
still characterizes the puritan race. 


These same Puritan’ Yahoos, have ever con- 
stituted a large share of the Anti-Republican 
politicians of this country. This is principally 
because they know that their dear church can 
never flourish by direct and justifiable means in 
a republic. ‘They have for years been at work, 
by sabbath-school teaching, and endeavouring 
directly to influence elections, to raise up a par- 
ty inimical to ourfree institutions. Their ope- 
rations are steady and methodical, and it be- 
hooves those who would not see their offspring 
‘ growing up heirs to slavery, to be upon the 
alert, aud take heed, “lest the enemy come 
when no man knoweth.” A. H. M, 





HOLY ARROGANCE. 


who are in the habit of attending churches 


} 
It is a fact that must be well known to those! 


murdered her. It is time, however, that respec- 
table females should cease visiting those dens 
of iniquity. We are aware that there are many, 
very many, estimable persons who are members 
of the Methodist church, and we would not wil- 
ingly injure the feelings of such by casting re- 
flections upon the connexion to which they be- 
ling, if truth did not demand that we shouid do 
so. They are, cxceptions, byt still we cannot 
ibut deplore the want of moral feeling so mani- 
fest, generally, among members of their society. 





From the Boston Investigaw r. 

Fourth Trial for alledged Blasphemy.—The 
fourth trial of the Editor came on, as we stated 
in our last, on Wedaesday morning of last week. 
The Attorney General was not able to make 
out his case (as the only witness for the govern- 
ment could net be foyad) neither do we believe 
that he would-have ude it out had not the Ed- 
itor admitted that he wrote the letter to the Eds. 
tor of the Trumpet, which he considered himsel¢ 
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vather bound in honor, though not in law, todo; |the Court adjourned too, to a verdict of evrury! 
and which he did do, on condition that his Phi-land commended the defendant to the mercy [7] 
losophicalcreed which was sent with the Jetter,|of the Court. 

should also be admitted as constituting a part! Two motions were then made by the defen- 
thereof. ‘This was rather stealing a march up- ‘dant; one fora new trial, and the other for an 
on us; but so it was; for we felt so sure that no|jarrest of judgment. The cause for the new tri- 
Jury could find any thing criminally offensive in lal was stated to be, Because the verdict is a- 























































that letter, that we felt perfectly sate, and hard- igainst the weight of the evidence, and against 
ly supposed it necessary to make any defence.— | the law, and against the Constitution. To this 
lhe Attorney General also softened down his\the following cause has been offered and ac- 


plea very much from what it was on the last trial ; 
neither was thereany thing so very objectiona- 
ble in the charge of Judge Wilde, except he in- 
structed the Jury that the matter set up in the 
indictment amounted to a dental of God, and 
that the’denial of God was blasphemy according 
to the statute. His words were, after consider- 
able explanation of the subject,and speaking of 
any one, and of every one, “They may there- 
ture deny every thing else but the Deity.’ 

Now what were the words, which, as he said, 
and to which the Jury ngreed, contains such a 
denial? They were the following. ‘Universa- 
lists believe in a god which I do not; buf be- 
lieve that their god, with all his moral attri- 
butes, (aside from nature itself) is nothing more 
than a chimera of their own imagination .” 

The Att. Gen., after reading the above par- 
agruph, said,in so many words, ‘The offence, 
if there be one, consists in the paragraph I have 
read toyou.’ Hence it will be seen that mere 
matters of opinior. concerning God, is construed 
into blasphemy. The Creed, which made a 
part ofthe letter in which the apove paragrapk 
is found, # pretty well known to all our readers. 
It says, ‘1 am notan Atheist; but a Pantheist’-— 
and also ‘that God and. Nature, so far as we can 
attach any rational idea to either, are perfectly 
synonymous terms’--and also ‘that all power 
that is, is in God, and that there is no power ex- 
cept that which proceeds from Ged.’ This was 
offered in explanation of the above: and yet, 
altogether, it was pronounced to be Athcism and 
Blasphemy. 

The Att. Gen. was nearly an hour in opening. 
The Defence occupied about two'hours; and 
the Att. Gen. was aboutan hour or little more 
in closmg. The Court then adjourned till 8 
o'clock, P. M. The Judge was a little over an 
hourin delivering his charge to the Jury. Af- 
ter the Jury had been out nearly an hour, it be- 
ing dark, the Court adjourned till 9 o’clock the 
next morning; having previously informed the 
Jury, by the consent of the parties, that when 
they had agreed thev might separate, and return 
their verdict in the morming. This compelled 
tbo Jury either to agreeor to be kept out all 
night. They did agree, and very soon after 


cepted since, in addition. 

Because his honor, the Judge, instructed the 
Jury that the publication complained of in the 
Indictment amounted toa denial of God. 

The causes for an arrest of judgment were 
the following. 

1. That the facts alleged in the Indictment do 
not constitute any offence either by the common 
law or by any statute of this Commonwealth. 

2. Because the statute of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, made July 3, 1782, entitled 
an act against Blasphemy, on which the in- 
dictment is founded, is contrary to the Constitu- 
tion of the State of Massachusetts. 

3. Because the said Statute on which the In- 
dictment was founded is in conflict with, and 
contrary to the laws on the subject of naturali- 
zation made by the Congress of the United 
States pursuant to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. 

4. Because it is not averred in the Indict- 
ment that the publications complained of were 
alsely or maliciously published. 

5. Because the said indictment is in other re- 
spects, informal and insufficient, and no judg- 
ment at law can be rendered upon it. 

6. Because it doth not appear by the Indict- 
ment thatthe Defendant has been indicted by 
any Grand Jury within and for the County of 
Suffolk, 

These causes will be argued at the March 
term, before the full Bench. 

The A. G. argued that the Jury were to take 
the testimony of the law which the Constitution 
gives, and that that witness was the Judge.— 
That they were as much bound to believe him, 
as to what the law is in this case, as they would 
be to believe a witness on the stand. He com- 
pared it to the testimony of a physician whose 
opinion in certain cases was admitied as evi- 
dence. But admitting this to be the case, we 
ask, where is there any room left for judgment? 
A juror might as well be an automaton, with a 
string tied to his tongue, and only move his 
tongue justas the Judge happened to pull the 
string! In speaking of the statute, he said, 





that when the Legislature, in this statute, provi- 
ded against blasphemy they gave a definite 
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raeaning to the word God ; that they-meant the 
Supreme, self-existent spirit, by whom all 
things are created.” But we say these latter 
words no more give a definite meaning than 
the word God. It és impossible to attach a de- 
finite meaning to either because they speak of 
nothing of which our senses take, or can take 
any cognizance. The word self existent is per- 
feetly unmeaning,a complete solecism; and the 
word spirit is equally vague and indefinite. Its 
only literal meaning in the bible, is wind, breath, 
or air in motion, See the Hebrew word ruah, 
and the Greek word pnewma in Parkhust’s He- 
brew and Greek Lexicons. 

Mr. A. G, also said that Universalists it was 
well known, however erreneous they might be 
in other respects believe in the same God set 
up inthe statute. But who knows what God 
this is, or what god universalists believe in, a- 
side from nature itself! We confess our total 
ignorance of what they mean by the term god, 
or what any body else means by the term, un- 
less they explain itby sometling of which our 
senses take cognizance. Mr. A. also said that 
a Pantheist was an Atheist, and-that it was 
childish—foolish !—and merely to say ‘I am not 
an Atheist,’ amounted to nothing, ‘so long as he 
denies a Supreme Being!’ and much more to 
the same purport. 

While the Jury were out, the Defendant 
wrote the following, and handed it to the Attor- 
ney General, who haviag examined it, returned 
it again, saying, ‘Well, here is where we differ.’ 
The paper reads thus. 

‘When [| use the word nature without any 
qualification, [ use it in the highest and broad- 
est sense of the term, as embracing all exis- 
tence, more or less, and whether material or im- 
material, if any thing absolutely immeterial 
does in fact exist; and it is in this sense of the 
word only that I say God and nature are #ynon- 
ymous terms. Call it divine nature, éf you 
please, but it is still satwre; therefore te say 
that a!l things of which our senses take cogni- 
zance proceed from God, and of course existed 
in God before they proceeded from him, does 
not as I conceive deny his existence. 

Asner Kneeianp.” 

If to hoid that God and nature are synony- 
mous termsis Atheism, and toavow such a sen- 
timent is Blasphemy, then the‘late Dr. Spurz- 
heim was an Atheist and a Blasphemer. For 
he too, in his Natura] Laws of Man, p. 4, speak- 
ing of Nsture, says, ‘It is used to signify the first 
Cause personified, and may be used synony 
mous with God, or Creator.’ 

The A. G. also contended that disbelief in 
God, was denying God, so far as the individual 





is concerned, and that to say it was not was ‘a 
mere pitiful quibble!’ We have no fears on 
this ground. We have always made a distine 
tion ever since we understood the use of Ian- 
guage. Thereare, or may be, many proposi- 
tions which we do not believe; but yat wedo 
notdeny them. They may be true for aught 
we know to the contrary; but to deny them, 
we must know of something that is true, that is 
incompatible with the truth of such propositions; 
then we can deny them; but not before; though 
we may disbelieve them. To contend that dis- 
belief and denial are one and the same thing 
might perhaps be expected from a drivelling 
pettifogger; but we should have hardly sus- 
pected it from the Attorney General, much lees 
from a Judge of the Supreme Court. But this 
was the dernier resort, the lest loop on which an 
argument could possibly hang: and for the time 
being, they have made it answer their purpose. 
Well, be itso. In such a conquest it is more 
honorable to the victim that the victor. 


We have something tosay upon the present 
mode not of drawing, for it can hardly be called 
such, but, of packing the Jury under the new 
aristocratic law of this state. But this we must. 
waive for the present till we have a little more 
information on the subject. 


—— 


List of Jurorson the Fourth trial of the Edi. 
tor.—It is but justice to ourselves, the public, 
and’ the men who have done themselves so: 
much honor in commending to the court, alias 
Holy Inquisition, the Editor of this paper, to 
give their names tothe public. We have been 
informed (but how truly wo know not) that all 
the Jurors except one were in favor of an ac- 
quittal; but as this one was unyielding, and 
rather than to be kept out all night, they con- 
sented to a verdict of guilty with the above 
commendation. 


Henry F. Baker, Thomas G. Atkins, 
Thomas P. Barnes, Daniel Ballard, 
Martin Bates, Samuel! Beale, 
Alvan Drake, David Elims, 


Jefferson C. Farrar, John Fitch, 
David Floyd Jr. Charles Wilkins. 


SST — 
0<7 Not having seen the “Shepherd” for the 
last three weeks until the moment our present 
number was going to press, we have omitted re- 
cently to notice its contents. We to-day, hew- 
ever, have met with two bgck sumbers, both of 
which contain articles which we shall pey our 


respects to next ° 
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THE CHURCH MILITANT TRIUMPHANT |or disapprobation sh 


OR, CHRISTIANS AT THEIR OLD TRICKS. 


We have noticed, for a week or two past, the| 


oe 


ould be ealled for or allow- 
ed—truth and not victory being the object of 
either party. On the part of the Free Enqui- 


following circular, going the rounds of the pa-jrers of Philadelphia, R. Canfield appeared, to 


pers, We suspected, and justly, that there was 
a side yet to be heard, and therefore did not at 
once. notice it publicly : 
“CHRISTIANITY VICTORIOUS. 

“At anovercrowded meeting, held on the 
80th inst. in the Temperance Hall, Northen 
Exchange, the following resolution was carried 
unanimously, and with enthusiastic applause: 

“Resolved, That after six night’s public dis- 
cussion between Dr. Sleigh in defence of Di- 
vine Revelation, and the Representives of the 
New York, and Philadelphia Free Inquirers in 
support of Infidelity, it has been: satisfactorily 
proved that genuine Christianity is of divine 


reply, if necessary, to the lecturer’s demonstra- 
‘tions. Mr. Purser of New York, was also pre- 
sent, but noé asa “representative” of the Society 
of that city. ‘ihe Doctor proceeded—but not 
to the demonstration, of his position. A, dis- 
cussion ensued, and the champion of Christi- 
anity, after assuming every thing and proving 
nothing, concluded that he had said enough— 
and so signified his wish to have a division. ‘This 
was opposed by the gentleman on behalf of the 
Free Enquirer’s Society, first, because it wes 
contrary to the arrangements entered into, and 
secondly, because Dr. Sleigh had not proved 
many things that he had said, though so re- 








origin, and that the attacks made by infidels on {quested to do in the most emphatic manner.— 
the sacred Scriptures, are as frivolous ag they | Dr. S’s arguments, too, had been exploded, and 


are unsupported by reason and common sense. 
and destructive to the best interests of man- 
kind.—[Nem. Con. 

“The reverse was then put and not a single 
hand was held up to support it. 

“Philadelphia, Oct, 30, 1835. 

“(Signed) R. H. CLOSE, 
JOHN STEEL, 
JNO. MARTIN, ¢ Moderators. 
F. D. WARD, 
THOS. BROWN, ] 

“Dr. Sleigh postpones his attendace at Tem- 
porance Hall till his return from New: York, 
where he goes to accept the challenge of the 
Sceptics in that city. 

“The Moderators request the editors of the 
various public papers will be so obliging as to 
publish the preceeding.” 


Now the circustances of the case, as we 


learn from an extra of the. Temple of Reason, ' 


a paper published in Philadelphia, are these: 
Dr. Sleigh, an Englishmen, having asserted 
in a Lecture Jolivered at thé Franklin Institute, 
that it was a demonstrable fact, that all Infidels 
were afflicted with monomania, was invited 
by the society of “Free Enquirers” of Phila- 
delphia, to prove said allédged fact before them. 
The Doctor accepted the invitation—time and 
place were appointed andthe necessary arrange- 
ments, usual upon such occasions, entered into. 
Among these arrangements.it was agreed that 
three moderators, only should be chosen, two 
of whom: were tobe of known religious prin- 
ciples,—-that. no. report of any part of the 
controversy should be’ published, unless approv- 
ed of and corrected by.ea#eh psrty; and-then 


|he requested to substitute something better, 
which he refused todo.. The society theretore, 
protested against a vote, being taken, especially 
at that stage of the discussion, and requested its 
members not to rote. The vote, however, ‘vas 
taken, and of course was unanimous, as far as 
voices were concerned. 

Not content, however, with this mean and 

detestable trick, Dr. Sleigh comes forth with 
his manifesto of VICTORY, signed by FIVE 
Moderators, when there were only three origin- 
ally—one of whom, Wm. Simmons, did not sign 
at all!!! Such is the great victory acquired by 
the friends of religion in Philadelpia, over “the 
abettors of the pernicious principles of infidelity. 
Dr. Sleigh has gone to New York, where he will 
meet with disputants a “leetle too cute” to per- 
mit another such victory. 
. N. B. As Dr. Sleigh cleared $160 (the entire 
sum of admission money) by his services, it is 
presumed that his situation must indeed have 
been perilous, to have induced him to cut short 
so profituble a speculation. These “servants of 
the Lord” are as wise as serpents. 








... From the Albany Microscope. ‘ 
YOUNG ONDERDONK & GOV. MARCY. 
We scarcely believe the pardoning power 
has. ever been exercised by any executive offi- 
cer of this State, to such an unwarrantable ex- 
tent,as it has been in the case of Onderdonk. 
The constitution justly confers upon the Ex- 
ecutive a power, to exercise mercy and human- 
ity in cases-where the subject has unfortunately 
been placed in circumstances where innocence 
could not be directly established; or where con- 
victions have been made in palpable contradic- 
tion of facts. 





signed, and that no expression of approbation 
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The question in the mind of the Executive! why did he not.fearlessly and promptly gran 
should have been, Was Onderdonk guilty of the the pardon? Why was it decided upon pre- 
offence for which he was indicted by a grand| vious to the election, and retained until the polls 
jury, and convicted by a petit jury .of his coun-| were closed? Answer us this simple question, 
try ? The justification of the Executive does| ye wise ones. Why was not the pardon known 
not attempt to discuss this, the only topic which/in the city of New York, during the days of e- 
in our very humble opinion, is the only legiti-;lection? Aye, what a cunningly devised plan, 
mate one. No person has uttered a syllable,'for the Governor to keep it in his “breeches 
doubting the gui!t of tue forger—no one has at-, pocket” for fear that a justly imsulted public 
tempted to deny, but that he ought to satisfy the would retaliate at the polls. 

Jaws of his country, for having violated them—, Whoever heard such a wonderful excitement 
not a whisper has been heard but that he was for a poor man of ordinary standing in socicty ? 
guilty of fergery in its blackest kind—and nota) What poor mar dare approach his august ex- 
solitary attempt has been made to palliate the cellency and demand) a pardon as a “mat- 
offence. Why then, we ask, exhonorate him ter of right?” Yes, Onderdonk demanded his 
from the merited punishment, so righteously as-| pardon as a “right,” because hewas the 
signed him by a jury sworn to decide impartial-'son of a Bishop, at the head of a powerfully 
ly between him and that people against whom organized church, altho’; his guilt was proved 
he had offended? Why was he not sent to asclear as the light of the day. A “right” 
Sing Sing to perform penance amoung the mar- forsooth which the murderer, the thief and 
dle quarrics of the State? Why was he not the robber might demand, with as much 
consigned to that atonement. to which other justice as the acknowledged, convicted forger ! 
criminals, of less offence, are committed !—} Men of humble and obscure stations in the 
Again we ask, why-was the ,arm,jof Executive | world-—men of poverty, look at this transac- 
interposition extended oyer his . head, without) tion of your Gevernor. Think ye, that he would 
allowing a single hair to suffer ? Aye, the press}have listoned to you fora moment, were you to 
has been lulled into silence, while the mighty |demand such a “right?” No—no—he woyld 
men of legal lore, have been compelled to sus-|spurn you from his presence, and send you to 
tain the Executive in an act which all common |Sing Sing with the velocity of thought. He 
sense will forever condemn ! would tell you, “Go, you have offended the ma- 

Why was he exhonerafed ? We answer.— jjesty of the law: go, repent for the term of your 
Because his father ts the Bishop, and the high conviction; your sentence is just; our laws must 
officer over the Episcopal. church of this state.|be enforced, and you, asa victim, deserve the 
Because he is able to call to his assistance mon-|fate which a jury of your country have pronoun- 
ey enough to wash away any crime. Because!ced upon you.—The constitution confers upon 
a disgrace would then be attached to the High| me no “right” to interpose the pardoning arm; 
Head of, Episcopalianism, and consequently} were I to do so, the majesty of our offended, in- 
more or less felt throughout the su Lordinate | sulted people will visit me with vengeance 
branches. Because riches, and honor, and) when I shall again ask them for their suffrages.” 
character and diguity, and “good society” were | Many an innocent man is at this moment suffers. 
materially affected in his conviction. Because) ing an unmerited chastisement, whilst Onder- 
it would be an everlasting stigma upon that)donk and Tibbets are roaming voluptuously, 
divine, whose life is apparently devoted to the seeking another opportunity for demanding a 
salvation of other souls, ibut could not save hisipardon as a “matter of right.” Cannot the-cry - 
only son. No, no—ke must be saved! The) of “The Rich against the Poor,” now he raised: 
church required it: and by its glittering aid the | with propriety ?—Reader, pondera twelve month 
greatest legal talent in the state was obtained, | upon these mattors.— 
in order to exhibit a show of justification on the! 

art of the Executive. Of what avail is the le-, " 

aa technicalities, and erudite learning of Kent | MARRIAGE, 2% 20h 

and Butler, when common sense demands jus-| Does the example or precept ef Ciirist and his 
tice ? What other quibble would have been re- | apostles authorize tho performance of the mar- 
sorted to, if Tibbets had testified unhesitating- tiage ceremony by ministers, alias the Clergy? 
ly? Thena ‘Flaw in the Indictment’—or some | No oy ’ 
other technical irregularity would have been) Then let us give the afiair to. the civil magis- 
discovered: by profound lawyers and wise hoa-/trate, to whom it ougnt exclusively tv belong——- 
ry headed Judges! “render unto Cesar thelthings that arc Casar’s.” 


- . few arenes ae - 
If Marcy believed Onderdonk deserved mercy,|~~By drying up or diverting from them the 
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atreams of emolument that the priests are ever 
epening up forthemselves we shall crush their} 1. 


DETRACTION. 
It is happy for mankind, that they know 


craft. Marriage fees alone give the clergy|so little of theill said of them behind their backs, 
in the United States at least half a million of} by one another; and of the evil that is often 


dollars. (¢~-“Money is power !” To the ma- 


gistrate, then, for marriage: never mind the 


meditated, in satire and in malice, and stiil oft- 
ener undertaken from motives of imterest and 


puling religious whims of silly women and wo-| envy. 


manish men. It must come to this soon; the 
sooner the better! 


Funeral sermon bonusses constitute another 


titbit of emolument to the Reverend Clergy, 
which it would be well to deprive them of: as 
such sermons ure equally destitute of scriptural 
authority, and about of as much value as was 
the catholic priest’s sermonizing to the fishes. 
More anon. Signs of the Times. 





THB DESERTED WIFE. 
BY PERCIVAL. 


flecemes not—I have watched the moon go down, 
And yet he comesnot—Once it was not so, 
He thinks not how these bitter tears do flow, 
The while he holds his riot in that town, 
Yet he will come, and chide, and I shall weep 
And he will wake my infant trom itssleep, 
To blend its feeble wailings with my tears, 
» Oh! how I love a mother’s watch to keep, 

Over those sleeping eyes, that smile that cheers 
My heart, though sunk in sorrow, fix’t and deep. 
T bad a husband once who loved me-—now 
He ever wears a frown upon his brow— 

But yet I cannot hate—oh! there were hours 
When I could hang forever on his eye, 

And Time, who stole with silent swiftness by, 
Strew'd, ashe hurried on, his path with flowers— 
I loved him then—he loved me 'too—iny heart 
Still finds its fondness kindle if he smile, 

The memory of our loves will ne’et depart, 

Though he should spurn me, I will calmly bear 
His madness—and should sickness come, and lay 
Ite paralyzing hand upon him, then 
1 would with kindness all my wrongs repay, 
Until the penitent should weep and say, 

How injured, and how faithful I have been. 


Love.—A young lady telling an old gentle- 
man thatshe was in love with his estate,— 
“Take it, madam,” says he, “and then you will 
possess two thirds of me, for my mind you have 
already, and my whole -being consists but of 
mind, body and estate.” “Oh! then,” rejoined 
the juvenile fair, “it would be very unreason- 
able, sir, to rob you of all three. Pray keep 
your body for yourself. 





A man ought to enure himself to voluntary 


laboor and endurance, soas that he may appear 
to undergothat which shall be imposed on him 
by necessity, not compulsorily, but freely: soft 
ways of living in indolent pleasure, beget no 
good constitution of bedy, nor Rnowledge im 
the mind. 


2. Evil speaking is the more mischievous, 
because it is impossible to make reparation for it. 


| 3. A detracting mam is guilty of envy, 
hatred, malice, injustice, treachery, and 
cruelty; he delights, above all things, in defa- 
ming the best of men, and in bringing innocence 
itself into suspicion ; his malignity poisons eve- 
ry thing; he pretends to show ill where there is 
none, and will not acknowledge good where it 
is to be found. 


4. He who in speaking of another depicts 
him in odious ss—whodoes not see that it is: 
his own portrait that he draws! 

5. Let us judge of the gensibility of those 
whom we wound in their most tender part, by 
our own: and’ knowing how grievousa thing it is 
tobe spoken ill of, let us learn to forbear speak- 
ing ev# of others. 


A man of studied words and smooth counte- 
narice is seldom an honest ran. 








— 





AGENTS. 

Missour1—Harrisow Munday, Clarksville, Pike co. ; 
Benj. Means, Palmyra, Marion co. William Cabeen, 
Chartton, Chariton co; F. P. De Guine, Fredericktown, 
Madison co.; Wm. Gracy, Commerce,.Scott co. 

Inurno1s.—-Dr. A. T. Crow, Galena; P. J. Hobson, 
Carrollton, Green cn; Lewis Magquerier, Carthage, 
Hancock co.; E. G. Potter, Lebanon, St. Clair co., 
Thomas Luttrell, Franklin, Morgan co. ; Geo. W. Hay~- 
den, Liberty, Adams co. 


Micuican Ter.—Stewart McKee, Plattsville. 

Arkansas TeR.—John H. Reed, Little Rock. 

Inprana.—John Abbot, New Albany; J.G. Dufour, 
P. M. Vevay: L. Gex, New Harmony; ; 

Ounto.—Jas. Underwood, Cincinnati; Abraham 
Knisley, P, M. Codumbia, Hamilton eo.; John Clug- 
sten, Portsmouth. 


Kentucxy.—Jacob Walter, Louisville; J. J Mor- 
rison, Morrisonetlle, Trigg cv.; Andrew Ross, Coring- 
ton, Campbell co.; Garritt Meriwcather, Oak Grove, 
Christian co. 


Missisesrr1—-David Shockney, Vicksburg. 

Vircrs1a—Wm. W. Ward, Leesville, Campbell co. ;: 
Rob. Hamilton, Lezington; Daniel Murry, Wheeling 

Pennsytvania-—Jobn De Prefontaine, German- 
town; Geo. Phillippy, Myerstown. 

New Yors.—H. D. Robinson, Editor of Free Ep— 
quirer, city of N. York; Dr. E. B. Woodworth, P. M 
Fhnt creek; Lewis Little; Hudson, Lyman Whee- 
ler, Buffalo; John F. Townley, Manehester, Ontario 
eo.; Harman Hardaway, Trey; cel. B. K. Lyon P.o 
(M. Naples, 














































































